REMARKS 


A petition for an additional one month extension of time has today been filed as a 
separate paper and a copy is attached hereto. 

A Request for Continued Examination has also been filed today and a copy is 
also attached hereto. 

Support for the amendments to claims 1 and 15 and for newly added claims 25 
and 26 is found in paragraph [0001] read in light of the first sentence of paragraph 
[0002]. 

New claims 21 and 23 find corresponding description in paragraph [0017] at 
page 6 of applicant's specification. New claims 22 and 24 find corresponding 
description in paragraphs [0014] and [0015]. 

Given the comments of the examiner's Advisory Action of March 1 1 , 2005, it is 
believed that the rejection for obviousness over Drumm in view of Taylor is the only 
rejection which remains outstanding. The rejection is respectfully traversed for the 
reasons that follow. It is respectfully submitted that one skilled in the art would not 
have been motivated to modify the accumulator of Drumm et al by substituting the 
"expulsion membrane" of "Taylor" (U.S. 3,526,580) for the pleated bellows 2 of Drumm 
because such a substitution is incompatible with the invention as described by Drumm 
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et al. At column 1 , lines 34-37 Drumm et al describe the gist of their invention as 
follows: 

According to the present invention, this object is achieved in that the 
closure member can be moved by the media-separating element to a 
position in which it fills the function of a hydraulic piston. 

Bear in mind that the "media separating element" of Drumm et al is shown as the 
metallic pleated bellows element in the disclosed embodiments (column 2, lines 10 and 
1 1 ). The "closure member" is valve 7. See, for example, column 2, lines 1 9 and 41 . 
Thus, the essence of the invention of Drumm et al is use of the bellows to linearly move 
or position the closure member 7. In the structure of Drumm et al the bellows 2 is 
preloaded by a compression string 17 for axial movement in the direction of the bottom 
valve 6 and is centered within the cylindrical tank or housing 1 by a slotted ring 18 which 
abuts on the wall of the housing 1 . See column 2, lines 24-34. 

In contradistinction, the expulsion membrane or bladder 20 of Taylor is wholly 
incapable of any of the above functions of the bellows of Drumm et al. Note that the 
expulsion member of Taylor does not expand and contract linearly. Rather, the 
expulsion bladder 20 of Taylor folds radially inward along fold lines 30. See, column 3, 
lines 26-29. 

Also note that the expulsion membrane of Taylor would not lend itself to adaption 
to include a sensor for detecting linear movement as shown in Fig. 3 of Drumm et al and 
as taught at column 3, lines 37 to column 4, line 6 of Drumm et al. 
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It is further submitted that Taylor is directed to a different field of endeavor than is 
Drumrri. Drumm relates to an accumulator for use in a hydraulic brake system whereas 
Taylor is intended for use as a storage tank for corrosive chemicals and propellants. 
Accordingly, for this reason also, it is submitted that the references are improperly 
combined. 

New claims 21 and 23 define the invention in terms of subject matter yet further 
removed from anything suggested by Drumm et al, Taylor or a combination thereof. 
Indeed, the filling of the interior with the flexible open cell foam would seem to inhibit 
operation of both Taylor and Drumm et al. 

Newly presented claims 22 and 24 serve to further distinguish the invention from 
Drumm et al in that the pleated structure of the bellows of Drumm would not allow it to 
completely fill the interior of the housing. Further, there is no suggestion in Taylor et al 
that the expulsion membrane be oversized relative to the rigid tank housing. 

Finally, new claims 25 and 26 serve to further distinguish the invention from 
anything conceivably suggested by Taylor, Drumm et al or a combination thereof. 
Neither Taylor nor Drumm et al disclose or suggest an accumulator incorporated into 
the drive train of a vehicle. 
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In conclusion, it is respectfully requested that the examiner reconsider the 
rejections of record with a view toward allowance of the claims as amended. 


Dated: March 23, 2005 

LORUSSO, LOUD & KELLY 
3137 Mount Vernon Avenue 
Alexandria, VA 22305 

(703) 739-9393 



Reg. No. 25,814 
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